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portrait-statues, mostly in black diorite, and the celebrated
Gudea alone is represented by eighteen of these figures, all
of which have survived. Some of the best are treasures of
the Louvre, but the Iraq Museum has a good representative
seated figure with an inscription, and there is part of a magni-
ficent, almost life-size statue of the same type in the British
Museum.10 Gudea's dictatorial personality is well portrayed
in these carvings, which were for a long time the criterion
of early Mesopotamian art.

Hundreds of inscriptions found by the French deal almost
exclusively with GudeaJs commercial and building activities,
and the sources of the materials which he mentions make it
clear that the extensive trade connexions established by the
Akkadian kings between Iraq and the neighbouring countries
have not been entirely disrupted by the interference of the
Guti. There is no reference to any military activity, which
was evidently beyond the scope of a provincial governor at
that time; but there is also no direct reference to the Gutian
tyrants. This suggests that already the southern states aspired
to a measure of independence. By the end of Gudea's reign
Erech was in open rebellion, and there were the first signs
of a general Sumerian revival. Utu-khegal, the Erech prince-
ling, celebrated his triumph in the following words : * Gutium,
the viper of the hills, he who was the enemy of the gods, who
had taken away the kingship of Sumer to the mountain; and
filled Sumer with hostility, had carried away both husband
and wife, had carried away with him both parent and child;
had set hostility and wickedness in the land : Enlil, god of
the countries, laid a charge upon Utu-khegal, the mighty man,
king of Uruk, king of the Four Quarters, the king in whose
words there is no deceit, to blot out his name.' Utu-khegal
ifi fact set his foot upon the neck of the last Gutian, king,
Tirigan, and from that moment the barbarian domination of
Sumer was at an end.

Utu-khegal does not seem to have been able to sustain for
long his new role as liberator of Sumer. He was soon sup-
planted by Ur-nammu, Governor of Ur, who proclaimed him-
self king of Sumer and Akkad and so became the founder
of a most distinguished and progressive new line of Sumerian
kings. Here again we are on firmer historical ground, for
much of Sir Leonard Woolley's long period of detailed and